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ARIZONA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

INTERIM MEETING NOTICE
OPEN TO THE PUBLIC

HOUSE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON GROUNDWATER SUPPLY IN PINAL COUNTY

Date: Monday, October 21, 2019 C’m\fehQQ\ l’*gopm

adjournid /22 5pm

Time: 1:30 P.M.
Place: Pinal County administrative Complex

Pinal County Board of Supervisors Hearing Room

135 N. Pinal Street, Florence, AZ 85312

AGENDA

1. Call to Order
2. Presentations:

* Arizona Department of Water Resources

s Town of Florence

¢ Gila River Indian Community

¢ Builders and Developers
3. Public Testimony
4. Committee Discussion
5, Adjourn
Members:
Representative David L. Cook, Chair / Thomas Buschatzke /

Representative Noel Campbell v/
Representative Rosanna Gabaldon /
Representative Gail Griffin
Representative Bret Roberts v
Representative Diego Rodriguez /

1011619
JY

People with disabilities may request reasonable accommodations such as interpreters,
alternative formats, or assistance with physical accessibility. If you require accommodations,
please contact the Chief Clerk's Office at (602) 926-3032 or through Arizona Relay Service 7-1-1.
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October 16, 2019

The Honorable David L. Cook
Arizona House of Representatives
1700 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Re:  House Ad Hoc Committee on Groundwater Supply in Pinal County
Dear Representative Cook:

We appreciate that you established the ad hoc committee to study Pinal AMA
groundwater supplies and other related issues. We agree the best solutions (o address these
matters should come from local stakeholders and community leaders as was discussed during the
October 11 meeting in Casa Grande. We believe our experience working on Pinal County
groundwater issues makes us well qualified to serve as co-chairs of a local stakeholder effort
examining potential solutions. To that end, we would like to solicit your input concerning our
potential involvement.

Thank you for your consideration.

Pinal County Board of Supervisors
District 3 Supervisor

i MM Ml
William Garfield

Arizona Water Company
Senior Advisor and Director

jre
VIA U.S. POSTAL SERVICE AND EMAIL (dcook(@azleg.gov)
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Global Woter Resources

October 17, 2019
Via Emuail

Representative David Cook
Arizona House of Representatives
1700 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Re: Ad Hoc Committee on Groundwater Supply in Pinal County and Stakeholders

Dear Representative Cook,

Thank you for taking a strong leadership position on the Pinal water issues and creating the Ad Hoc
Committee on Groundwater Supply in Pinal County. Your process is proving successful and | am honored
to have had the opportunity to present at it. Also, I really enjoyed discussing water issues on Horizon with
you. It is very clear, we have some issues to deal with and a lot of hard work ahead of us. You have asked
for someone in the community to “step up and lead a local effort to address shortages in Pinal County so
that together we can work toward a long-term solution that is supported by the people closest to the
issue.” | am writing you today to formally step up to help lead our community to the solutions we need.

Not only am | active in today’s issues, but | have a strong track record of getting difficult things
accomplished in water resources, Over the years, 've secured many new water resources {and we’re going
to need them in Pinal} by working with farmers on water leasing and in another separate project securing
a 50-year water supply agreement with an irrigation district. | was even key to a stakeholder process in
Clovis, NM that created new groundwater rules similar to what we are about to do here in Pinal.

Specific to the Pinal water issues today, | am a co-study manager on the Eloy and Maricopa Stanfield Basin
Study, a three-year study on water in the Pinal AMA. Additionally, | brought together a task force regarding
water for development, a task force that has been working on answers to our local water issues, some of
which t discussed at the last Ad Hoc committee meeting.

We face some difficult issues, issues that are going to take courage and hard work to tackle. | know that |
am that person who can both foster the courage in myseif and others to make the difficult decisions
together for the betterment of our community. | hope and trust that you will agree.

Thanks again for your proven leadership on this difficult issue,

Kind Regards,

///

/"“VV”" T —

/Jake Lenderking
cc: Thomas Buschatzke, Director, Arizona Department of Water Resources
Global Water Resources, inc, - Corporate Headgquarters Phone:  480-360-7775
21410 North 19" Avanue, Suite 220, Phoenlx, AZ 85027 Fax: 844.232-3517

gwresources.com
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THOMAS BUSCHATZKE

DOUGLAS A. DUCEY
Governor Director
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT of WATER REEOURCES
N10 West Washington Street, Suite 310
Phoenix, Arfzona 85007
602.771.8500
azwater.gov
QOctober 21, 2019

Representative Davld L. Cook

Arizona House of Representatives
1700 West Washington Street, Suite H
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-2844

Re:  October 16, 2019 Letter Requesting Information Regarding Pumping in the Pinal Active
Management Area

Dear Representative Cook:

Thank you for your request that Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR) modeling staff be
available to answer questions at the committee hearing on October 21, 2019, ADWR will have a
hydrologist available to answer questions from the committee.

Following are responses to your requests for information in your October 16, 2019 letter. However, the
20-year timeframe for the data you requested is not consistent with the 100-year time period used for
the 2019 Pinal Groundwater Model as required by statute, Comparing the projected pumping for a 20-
year time period against a 20-year historical time perlod Is not an accurate assessment of the 100-year
model projections. in particular, the agricultural pumping in the Pinal AMA declines more significantly in
the last 80 years of the model timeframe than in the first 20 years,

1. Request for maximum allowed pumping for agriculture over the last 20 years, including actual
pumping numbers and projections for the next 20 years

Maximum Allowed Pumping

ADWR cannot accurately determine a maximum pumping allotment for the last 20 years. Agricultural
lands enrolled in the Best Management Practices (BMP) Program, established by statute in 2002, are not

subject to maximum allotments.
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The total maximum aliowed agricultural pumping for the years 1999 through 2018 in the Pinal AMA, not
including lands enrolled in the BMP Program, is 16,117,385.8 acre-feet. Based on the allotment in the
year prior to BMP Program enroliment, the total maximum allowed agricultural pumping for the years
1999 through 2018 for lands enrolled in the BMP Program in the Pinal AMA is 2,755,542.5 acre-feet. The
sum of those totals is 18,872,928.3 acre-feet. The annual allotment information used to calculate these

totals is provided in Table 1, attached.

The volumes described above and included in Table 1 do not include pumping on Gila River Indian
Community lands, because that pumping is not subject to state groundwater laws, Pursuant to the Gila
River Indian Community Water Rights Settlement Agreement, the Gila River Indian Community can pump
up to 156,700 acre-feet per year.

Actual Historic Pumping

As reflected in Table 2, attached, the total historic agricultural pumping in the Pinal AMA for the years
1999 through 2015 was 7,104,757 acre-feet. From annual reports submitted to ADWR, the total
agricultural pumping in the Pinal AMA for the years 2016 and 2017 combined was 855,787 acre-feet,
The total historic agricultural pumping in the Pinal AMA from 1999 through 2017 is 7,960,544,
Agricultural pumping data for 2018 is not yet available. ADWR does not have estimates of agricultural
pumping on Gila River Indian Community lands for 2016 through 2018 at this time.

Projected Pumping

As shown In Table 2, the 2019 Pinal Groundwater Model projects 9,640,524 acre-feet of agricultural
pumping in the Pinal AMA from 2016 through 2037,

The projected future pumping for the requested 20-year period deviates from the requested 20-year
historical data described above as follows:

a. As required by the AWS rules, ADWR assumed discontinuation of agricultural pumping (and
associated incidental agricultural recharge) for all agricuitural lands that are also included in an
analysis of assured water supply (analysis) or a certificate of assured water supply {certificate).
The discontinued agricultural pumping was replaced with the groundwater pumping assoclated
with the respective analysis or certificate.

b. ADWR incorporated projected changes in future groundwater pumping to account for the
reduction in CAP water deliveries to the agricultural/excess pool beginning in 2024 and the
elimination of the agricultural/excess pool beginning In 2031,

ADWR’s long-term projections in the 2019 Pinal Groundwater Model incorporated additional reductions
in agricultural pumping based on projections from CAIDD and MSIDD in combination with planning and
other projection data. These longer-term reductions are not represented in the 20-year projections you

requested,




ADWR did not incorporate assumptions regarding additional agricultural production wells or pumping
related to the Arizona Drought Contingency Implementation Plan, which was still under negotiation

during the development of the 2019 AWS Run assumptions,

2. Request for actual pumping allowances for the City of Maricopa for the last 20 years and
projections for the next 20 years.

The City of Maricopa does not hold any groundwater withdrawal authority. Marlcopa is served by two
municipal providers: Maricopa Domestic Water Improvement District (MDW) and Global-Santa Cruz
Water Company (Global-Santa Cruz). Global-Santa Cruz has two service areas, which are separated by
the Ak-Chin indian Community Reservation. The North service area serves most of the City of Maricopa.
The Southwest service area serves a smaller area southwest of the Ak-Chin Indian Community

Reservation outside the City of Maricopa.

Both Global-Santa Cruz and MWD are legally authorized to pump groundwater according to their
respective service area rights. Service area rights do not limit the volume of groundwater that the service

area right holder may pump.

MDW Is not designated as having an assured water supply. According to annual reports from 2003 to
2017, MDW’s groundwater withdrawals ranged from 145 to 262 acre-feet per year. In the 2019 Pinal
Groundwater Mode!, ADWR used MDW's 2015 reported groundwater pumping volume of 218 acre-feet
and assumed the same volume of groundwater pumping for each year of the 100-year projection. The
total projected pumping for 20 years is 4,360 acre-feet.

Global-Santa Cruz is designated as having an assured water supply for bath its North and Southwest
service areas for a total volume of 22,914.12 acre-feet per year of groundwater and effluent. ADWR
inadvertently included this full volume in the 2019 Pinal Groundwater Model for each year of the 100-
year projection period. However, only 17,782,25 acre-feet per year of groundwater pumping should
have been included for Global-Santa Cruz. The total projected pumping for 20 years {of the 100 years
included in the model) Is 458,282.4 acre-feet. The corrected total projected pumping for 20 years would

be 355,645 acre-feet.

in 2017, the total groundwater pumping for both the North and Southwest service areas was 7,512.86
acre-feet, In 2018, the total groundwater pumping for both service areas was 7,401.70 acre-feet.

Sincerely,

Thomas Buschatzke
Director
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Table 1: Maximum Pumping Allotments for the Pinal AMA 1998-2018

1,075,793.0 1,075,793.0

949,156.7 949,156.7
948,332.9 948,332.9
083,584.3 983,584.3
982,657.6 982,657.6
916,914.9 979,921.3
874,283.3 908,532.7
843,373.7 945,783.7
809,953.7 915,465.5
801,305.6 915,480.0
802,247.9 915,773.8
767,332.5 918,114.5
746,669.0 931,464.9
724,246.7 920,963.1
693,806.0 918,355.4
059,141.1 925,957.0
639,990.4 920,208.9
638,327.5 920,145.1
634,044.1 920,119.5

626,224.9 917,198.2

! The BMP allotments are assumed based on the allotment for the year prior to enrollment in the BMP
Program.
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October 21, 2019

Questions and Answers Prepared by ADWR About the 2019 Pinal Model and 100-
Year Assured Water Supply Projection Technical Memorandum

ADWR recently released the 2019 Pinal Model and 100-Year Assured Water Supply
Projection Technical Memorandum (Technical Memo), dated October 11, 2019, available
on the Arizona Department of Water Resources’ (ADWR) website at:
http://infoshare.azwater.gov/docushare/dsweb/View/Collection-19686

The 2019 Pinal Model used for this analysis is an updated and modified version of the
Pinal model completed in 2014, The 2019 Pinal Model includes reported pumping and
estimated recharge data through 2015 and structural modifications to the conceptual
aquifer thickness in several areas of the model domain. Model updates and modifications
will be discussed at the upcoming Pinal Model Presentation to be held at ADWR on
November 1%, 2019 from 1-5 pm.

The purpose of this 100-Year Assured Water Supply Projection (2019 AWS Run) was to
model existing and projected future groundwater use and recharge over the 100-year
projection period, quantify any unmet demands by sector and location within the model
domain, and project the depth to water after 100 years of pumping. See the Technical
Memo, Page 9 for further details.

Below is a list of potential model-related questions with ADWR’s answers:

1. Given that the 2019 AWS Run shows significant unmet demand that were not
apparent with the use of smaller, local models, would it make more sense to
revert to smaller, local models to allow development to proceed?

Smaller, local models do not accurately represent the cumulative impacts of pumping
throughout the aquifer. This is why the full volume of unmet demand in the Pinal AMA
was not apparent in the smaller, local models that were relied on previously. In ordet to
provide the consumer protection intended by the Assured Water Supply (AWS) program,
ADWR must rely on the best tools available to estimate the future groundwater supply. In
the Pinal AMA, the 2019 Pinal Model is currently the best available tool. Rather than
weakening the consumer protections of the AWS program, it is incumbent upon Pinal
stakeholders to identify real water solutions to ensure that long-term, reliable water
supplies will be available to support Pinal’s economic development in the future.

2. Does the 2019 AWS Run assume that all irrigation grandfathered
groundwater rights (IGFRs) will be pumped to the maximum limits
authorized by law?

No. ADWR recognizes that the legal authorization to pump groundwater pursuant to an
IGFR is a maximum limit, and not necessarily the likely annual pumping volume.

Page 1 of 5
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October 21, 2019

Additionally, under certain management plan programs (particularly flex credits and the
Best Management Practices program), the annual authorized pumping volume would be
difficult to quantify. Instead, ADWR relied on 2015 reported use on a district-wide basis
(rather than IGFR-specific), in combination with information available regarding likely
future changes, to develop the assumptions regarding future agricultural pumping.

3. How did ADWR develop the pumping assumptions for agricultural pumping
in the 2019 AWS Run?

ADWR relied on reported well pumping data for 2015 to establish a baseline for existing
agricultural use. This baseline was projected forward, subject to the following
assumptions regarding changes in pumping:

a. Asrequired by the AWS rules, ADWR assumed discontinuation of agricultural
pumping (and associated incidental agricultural recharge) for all agricultural lands
that are also included in an analysis of assured water supply (analysis) or a
certificate of assured water supply (certificate). The discontinued agricultural
pumping was replaced with the groundwater pumping associated with the
respective analysis or cettificate,

b. ADWR incorporated projected changes in future groundwater pumping to account
for the reduction in CAP water deliveries to the agricultural/excess pool beginning
in 2024 and the elimination of the agricultural/excess pool beginning in 2031,

¢. ADWR incorporated reductions in agricultural pumping based on projections from
CAIDD and MSIDD in combination with planning and other projection data.

ADWR did not incorporate assumptions regarding additional agricultural production
wells or pumping related to the Arizona Drought Contingency Implementation Plan,
which was still under negotiation during the development of the 2019 AWS Run
assumptions.

4. Docs the 2019 AWS Run assume maximum pumping for Type 1 and Type 2
Grandfathered Rights for 100 years?

No. Model assumptions regarding Type 1 and Type 2 rights are described under

Municipal and Industrial Groundwater Uses in the Technical Memo. Type 1 and Type 2
rights were assumed to continue pumping at the rates reported in 2015.
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5. How are long-term storage credits treated in the 2019 AWS Run?

Long-term storage credits that are not included in issued assured water supply
determinations were treated as follows:

a. Existing long-term storage credits are projected to be removed at a rate of 1/100%
of the total per year, for 100 years.

b. The 2019 AWS Run does not include future storage at underground storage
facilities,

¢. Future storage and accrual of long-term storage credits at groundwater savings
facilities (GSFs) are simulated to be removed in the same year.

d. The long-term storage credits associated with the Central Arizona Groundwater
Replenishment District (CAGRD), except for a small volume set aside as the
Replenishment Reserve Account, remain in storage to meet CAGRD
replenishment obligations within the early years of the simulation (2016 —2035).
Thereafter, additional CAGRD replenishment is simulated at a rate of 15,500 acre-
feet per year based on the 2015 CAGRD Plan of Operation (related to question 6).

Long-term storage credits included in assured water supply determinations are included
in the model, along with the associated removal of those credits fo meet the water

demand,

6. Does the 2019 AWS Run include groundwater allowances and extinguishment
credits?

ADWR did not consider groundwater allowances and extinguishment credits. ADWR
used the replenishment projection of 15,500 acre-feet per year included in the 2015
CAGRD Plan of Operation, which already incorporated assumptions regarding
groundwater allowances and extinguishment credits.

Groundwater allowance and extinguishment credits do not directly affect physical
availability. Groundwater allowance and extinguishment credits may be used to reduce
replenishment requirements.

7. How is natural inflow, including Gila River flood flows, simulated in the 2019
AWS Run?

Stream recharge is simulated to fluctuate consistent with the 16-year historical pattern
between 1995-2010, which includes an average mix of wet and dry years. Mountain
front recharge is simulated to remain at 2014 levels. Groundwater underflows at model
boundaries are held constant at 2009 published model rates from 2010 — 2115 as
specified flux boundary cells.
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8. What sources of incidental recharge are simulated in the 2019 AWS Run?
Incidental recharge sources include urban, Picacho Reservoir, canal seepage, and agriculture.

9. How are issued assured water supply determinations (analyses, certificates
and designations) included in the 2019 AWS Run?

Pursuant to the existing rules, all issued AWS determinations are assumed to be fully
constructed and fuil pumping volumes are assumed for 100 years.

a. Analyses: The pumping demand associated with each analysis, less any portion
converted to a certificate, was assigned a proposed new well location in the center
of the development’s geographic footprint. For large developments, the pumping
is represented in the center of several model cells covering the development’s
footprint.

b. Certificates: ADWR determined whether the subdivisions associated with issued
certificates have been fully constructed, partially constructed, or remain
unconstructed.

i. Fully constructed: Pumping demands of certificates for fully built-out
developments were assumed to be included in existing municipal pumping
based on 2015 reported pumping data, and the certificated demand volume was
not added.

ii. Partially constructed: For partially constructed certificates, ADWR estimated
the portion constructed and the portion unconstructed. The pumping associated
with the constructed portion was assumed to be included in existing municipal
pumping from 2015. ADWR then estimated the remaining certificate demand
associated with the unconstructed portion. This pumping was assigned to
proposed new well locations, located in the center of the certificate’s
geographic footprint, or in larger developments, the center of several model
cells covering the certificate’s footprint.

iii. Unconstructed: For unconstructed subdivisions, the full pumping volume was
assigned to new well locations in the center of each certificate’s geographic
footprint, or for larger subdivisions, the center of several model cells covering
the certificate’s footprint.

¢. Designations: The pumping associated with issued designations, other than the
City of Eloy, was simulated at fully issued rates, simulated to be pumped from
their existing well networks. In the case of Eloy, ADWR reduced the pumping to
the volume requested in the pending application.

d. Ten developments (certificates and analyses) are located outside the model domain
but are expected to be served by water providers within the model domain. For
these developments, the pumping was simulated within the model domain and
within a few miles of the respective development.
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10. How are existing wells and proposed wells represented in the 2019 AWS
Run?

Most demands for existing sectors and for the AWS Designations are simulated at
existing wells that were active in 2015 and reported their pumping to ADWR. Certain
wells within the model domain, including wells located on or operated by the Gila River
Indian Community or the federally run San Carlos Irrigation Project, do not report
pumping to ADWR. In these cases, ADWR developed assumptions based on the most
recent information available. Wherever possible, ADWR used actual well construction
information without assuming future deepening or replacement,

Proposed new wells created for simulating demands of unconstructed lots associated with
issued AWS determinations are all assumed to be 20” diameter wells screened across all
3 model layers. The actual depth would depend on the model thickness assigned to the
model cell where the well is located.

Both existing and proposed new wells use the Modflow Multi-Node Well (MNW)
package for the projection period only. All wells are limited by the aquifer
characteristics, well construction and simulated saturated thickness in their locations.
Existing wells are further limited by their physical depth. ADWR did not impose any
limitations on future pumping based on the economic feasibility of pumping from
increasingly deeper depths. The Technical Memo provides further detail.
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Florence and our Water Future
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Pinal AMA Model
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Pinal AMA Methodology — Agriculture Retirements

Within the Analysis of Assured Water Supply (AAWS) and
Certificate of Assured Water Supply (CAWS) development
footprints, agricultural wells that were active in 2015 are

not assigned any further pumping during the 2016 —
2115 projection period.




To reasonably project the agricultural pumping into the future
a method was created to turn the agricultural pumping off as
the land urbanized. This method used predicted population
data to determine when an area would urbanize. Once an
area urbanized the agricultural pumping was turned off in the

redictive scenario. The Department used a similar process
or the predictive model work that was done for the Salt River
Valley in the later part of the 1990’s (Hipke, et.al., 1996) and
for the East Valley Water Forum (Hipke, 2007).
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Statement for Groundwater Ad Hoec Committee
October 21, 2019

First, Governor Lewis would like to express the Community’s commitment to
continue to work with its neighbors to help meet water demand challenges we will

collectively face in the coming yeats.

The Community also applauds ADWR’s release of the 2019 Pinal Model and 100
Year Assured Water Supply Projections.

The Community is currently going through its own internal planning process to

update its Water Plan.
Its Water Plan was adopted in 2015 and expires next year.
The 2019 Pinal Model will inform us as we go through this planning process.

Because the Community has the largest CAP Water entitlement in Arizona it is
often approached to help its neighbors meet their assured water supply

requirements and other water supply needs.

Understanding what kind of demands the Pinal and Phoenix AMAs have, informs
the Community’s internal planning, as it considers how much of its water resources
it wants to make available for storage, exchange or lease, and how much CAP

water it will need for its own long-term demands.

Since 2010 the Community has delivered over 1.6 million acre-feet to underground
storage facilities and groundwater savings facilities in the Phoenix and Pinal

AMASs.

Approximately I million acre-feet of this water has been delivered to Pinal AMA

groundwater savings facilities.
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However, in past three years the Community has curtailed its storage in the Pinal
AMA largely to make substantial portions of its CAP water available for

conservation efforts related to the Drought Contingency Plan, or DCP.

By the end of the DCP the Community will have conserved or stored a minimum

of 290,000 acre-feet of its CAP water in Lake Mead, and is likely to exceed this

number.

The Community also entered into a lease and exchange with Central Arizona
Groundwater Replenishment District that will provide approximately 30,000 acre-

feet annually to the GRD over the next 25 yeats.

The Community’s commitments under the DCP and under the GRD agreement has

reduced the availability of CAP water to store in the Pinal AMA in the short-term.

In addition, given that the Community is located in both the Pinal and Phoenix
AMA:s, it has been storing more water in the Phoenix AMA so it will eventually

have an equal amount of long-term storage credits in both AMAs.

Further, the discussions over the past few years regarding Pinal AMA groundwater
capacity has created some uncertainty regarding the utility of Pinal AMA long-term

storage credits.

Ultimately, the Community thinks the 2019 Pinal Model helps alleviate some of
this uncertainty, but we expect in the coming months and years ongoing discussion

regarding how to meet Pinal’s growth demands.

The Community is strong supporter of economic growth in Central Arizona, but

the Community also believes this growth should be sustainable.



Internally, the Community has adopted water management policies to ensure that
its increased reliance on groundwater is done in a manner that ensures a safe yield

of pumped water.

The Community’s irrigation demands are primarily met by the flows and stored

water in the Gila River system.
It also receives water from other non-CAP water renewable sources.

In years past, the Community relied on CAP water as its primary source of

supplementary water to meet peak demands in the Summer months,

But given the rising cost of CAP water the Community started rehabbing old wells
and drilling new wells to have less expensive supplementary supply of water for its

EIrowers.

Under its settlement, the Community can pump over 156,000 acre-feet per year on
its lands, and can exceed this amount if it needs to, provided it does not exceed its

10 year total water use cap of 6.5 million acre-feet.

In practice the Community pumps between 70,000 — 90,000 acre-feet pet year for

irrigation.

It expects this volume to increase over time has it relies less and less on CAP water
and shifts to pumps as its primary supplemental supply to the water it receives

from the Gila River and other non-CAP water sources.

In order to ensure that this increased pumping is sustainable, the Community has

developed on-reservation recharge facilities that also serve as riparian restoration

arcas.




When all three of its planned recharge facilities are completed, the Community

anticipates recharging between 40,000 — 60,000 acre-feet of CAP water per year.

How much CAP water the Community can make available for increased demands
is an issue the Community leadership is currently tackling as it considers its own

water needs.

The Community’s leadership is also very sensitive to the concerns among its

membership regarding entering into 100 years leases of its CAP water supplies.

The Community has made a commitment under its GRWS agreement with SRP to
make some CAP water available for long-term lease, but this is a fairly small

amount of water.

As it updates its Water Plan the Community’s leadership must consider its own
demands, which are paramount, the negotiation of the Colorade River management
guidelines, which end in 2026, the rising cost of CAP water and the risks to that
and other renewable supplies, and the demands in both the Phoenix and Pinal

AMAs.

These are not easy policy choices, and the leadership must rely on imperfect costs

projects, supply projections, and other studies like the Pinal Model.

And the leadership must make these decisions with an eye toward generations of

members yet to be born.

The Community’s goal is to ensure that it will have enough water to meet all of its

needs in perpetuity.




The Community is committed to working with its neighbors to meet our regional
water demand challenges, but any decision it makes is influenced by the primary

goal of ensuring its own water demands are met,
Thank you for allowing me to speak to you today.

I am happy to answer any questions you may have.




